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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -20 are presented for further examination. This action is responsive to 
the amendment of the applicant, filed on January 31 , 2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 2-5 and 9-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The claims disclose, "information browse 
sharing" which is not disclosed within the specification. Therefore, claims 2-5,9-20 
contain subject matter, which was not described in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-3, 5-10, 12-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ellis et al., USPN 6,898,762 B2 (hereafter referred to as Ellis) in view 
of Cooper et al., USPN 6,754,904 B1 (hereafter referred to as Cooper). 

6. Regarding claims 1 and 6-8, Ellis taught an information browse method (abstract) 
comprising: 

a first search condition information setting step of setting a condition, inputted by 
any one user among a plurality of users, for searching for information suited to a first 
user, as first search condition information on this first user (column 22, lines 35-49); 

a second search condition information setting step of setting a condition for 
searching information suited to this second user, as second search condition 
information on this second user (column 18, lines 32-39); 

an information searching step of searching, from within browsing target 
information containing a plurality of information elements, for an information element 
with respect to a certain user in accordance with information derived from the first 
search condition information set in the first search condition information setting step and 
information derived from the second search condition information set in the second 
search condition information setting step (column 22, lines 62-67; column 23, lines 15- 
21); and 

an information presenting step of presenting to the certain user a piece of 
information corresponding to a searched result with respect to the certain user in the 
information searching step (column 22, lines 62-67; column 23, lines 15-21). Ellis does 
not specifically teach second search condition information inputted by any one among 
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the plurality of users in a way that specifies a second user. However, Cooper taught 
second search condition information inputted by any one among the plurality of users in 
a way that specifies a second user (column 5, line 63-column 6, line 5). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that 
incorporating Cooper's second search condition information specifying a second user in 
Ellis's electronic program guide system would have improved system flexibility. The 
motivation would have been to better enforce parental controls. 

7. Regarding claims 2 and 9, Cooper further discloses the second search condition 
information setting step involves setting the information inputted in such a form that any 
one of the plurality of users specifies the second user to establish a mapping to setting 
user information indicating the user who inputted the information as the second search 
condition information on the other user (column 5 t line 63-column 6 f line 5). 

Ellis further taught the information presenting step involves presenting to a user 
pieces of information on the respective information elements searched with respect to 
this user, and presenting a piece of information indicating a setting user set as one 
element of mapping by way of the second search condition information with respect to 
the respective information elements searched based on the second search condition 
information (column 18, lines 58-66). 

8. Regarding dependent claims 3 and 10, Ellis further taught a second information 
searching step of searching, based on the second search condition information set by a 
certain user with respect to second user in the second search condition information 
setting step, for an information element suited to this second user from the browsing 
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target information, and checking whether or not the thus searched information element 
is searched by the first search condition information set in the first search condition 
information setting step with respect to the second user (column 18, lines 57-66); and 

a second information presenting step of presenting to the certain user a piece of 
information corresponding to a searched result and a checked result with respect to the 
certain user in the second information searching step (column 18, lines 57-66). 

9. Regarding dependent claims 5 and 12, Ellis further taught generating the second 
search condition information by analyzing natural language information inputted in such 
a way that any one of the plurality of users specifies other user (column 18, lines 32-39). 

1 0. Regarding dependent claims 1 3-1 5, Ellis further taught the first and second 
search conditions are inputted through a web page interface through the Internet, 
wherein the web pages are provided for a mobile telephone and/or a typical personal 
computer (column 7, lines 23-30). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 16, Ellis further taught a control unit determines a 
recommendation degree corresponding to a hit keyword count with respect to each of 
the searched information elements searched using the first search condition and the 
second search condition (column 13, lines 3-16). 

12. Regarding claims 17-19, Ellis further taught a recommendation degree is derived 
using data from a care-for-others information table and/or a favorite information table, 
wherein a program having a larger hit keyword count in the care-for-others information 
table takes a larger recommendation degree value and information displayed in a 
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program guide are sorted in a format corresponding to the recommendation degree of 
each item (column 16, lines 34-44). 

1 3. Regarding dependent claim 20, Ellis further taught the control unit receives e- 
mail communications addressed to a logged-in user (column 12, lines 43-51); the 
control unit reads all keywords entered into the favorite information table related to the 
logged-in user, and further reads all keywords entered into the care-for-others 
information table related to the logged-in user (column 12, lines 52-65); the control unit 
searches the e-mail communications for the keywords set in the favorite information 
table and in the care-for-others information table, the control unit executes the process 
of computing the recommendation degree of each of the e-mail communications 
wherein the e-mail communications are displayed according to a format corresponding 
to the recommendation degree for each item (column 13, lines 17-26). 

14. Claims 4 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ellis and Cooper as applied to claims 3 and 10 above, and further in view of Haken, US 
2004/0008972 A1 (hereafter referred to as Haken). 

1 5. Regarding claims 4 and 1 1 , Ellis-Cooper does not specifically teach a 
confidential flag. However, Haken further taught the first search condition information 
contains one or more pieces of information consisting of a keyword and a confidential 
flag for indicating whether or not a permission of using this keyword is given to other 
user, and the second information searching step involves performing the check about 
the searched information element by use of only the keyword having such a relationship 
that the confidential flag contained in the first search condition information set in the first 
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search condition information setting step with respect to other user indicates the 
permission of user (paragraphs 9, 34). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made that incorporating Haken's confidential 
flag in the Ellis-Cooper electronic program guide system would have improved 
organization and administration. The motivation would have been to distinguish 
authorized reminders. 

Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrice Winder whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3935. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 10:30 am-7:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on 571-272-3933. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) 
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Primary Examiner 
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